Reconsideration of tte appUcatio. is requeued in view of flie above aniendments and the 
foUo^vingremexfa. Cl^ 6, 10 12 have been amended. Amendments to clangs 6 are 
supportedbyoriginallyfiledspecificationanddrawings. Claim 13 has been cancelled. New 
claim 14 has been added and is also supported by lie originally filed specification 

No new matter has been added. 


An in-person inteivlew was conducted on February 6, 2004, between Examiner Del Sole 
and Applicant's representative John Gresens. The parties discusses the limitations of clam, 6 
submitted in AppHcanfs Amendment dated November 21. 2003, Hie Examiner suggested some 
of the new limitations may overcome the GB 2182603 reference. However, those same 

■ ■ ^ may also raise new matter issues. No agreement was reached as to the allowability of 


the claims. 

§ 103 Rejections 

Claims 6. 7, 10 and 1 1 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
GB 2182603 in view of Carlson (U.S. 4,140,460). Applicant respectiiilly traverses this rejection. 

GB -603 discloses a device that includes a dye 11 andamandrel 12 for fee fonnation of a 
•T,ubble"ofsoftpipe. As shown in Figure 2. the device may include a vacuum chamber 29 
positioned between the die 11 undmandrel 12. and the vacuum spray tank 20, and &rfter 
includes a plate 14 mounted adjacent the die U and mandrel 12. and a sizing sleeve 19 
positioned in the vacuum chamber 29 adjacent the vacuum spray tank 20. Although GB '603 
discloses expansion of a "bubble" 22 in the vacuum chamber 29 using a vacuum condition, GB 
'603 fails to disclose or suggest a "an adjustable pipe head including configured to extrude amelt 
column, ... the adjustable pipe head being adjustable to vary the thiciness and outside diameter 
of the melt column." as required by claim 6. GB '603 fails to provide any disclosure or 
suggestion of adjusting both the thickness and outer diameter of the melt column usmg an 
adj^tablepipe head andavacuum condition inavacumn chamber. Furthermore, GB '603 fails 
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to disclose a vacuum chamber that includes "measuring took configured to 
diameter of the melt column " as required by claim 6. 

Carlson discloses a blown plastic film process &at includes tube diameter sensors 21 
prcferablypOSitionedatlSO degrees aroundablown tube so as to detect variations in the tu^^ 
diameter and to distinguish changes in the tube diameter ftom displacement ixoms.d« to side of 
the tube as whole (see column 3, Unes 9-20 of Carlson). However, Carisot. fails to disclose or 
suggest "an adjustable pipe head including configured to extrude amelt column, flie 
adjustable pipe head being adjustable to vary the thickness and outside diameter of the melt 
column " or "a vacuum ch=nnber providit>g a vacuum condition ... and a change m the vacuum 
conditionchangesthethicknessandtheoutsidediameterofthemeltcolumninacontrolled 
mannerbasedontheoutsidediameterofthemeltcolunmdeterminedbythemeasuringtools. as 
required by claim 6. Therefore, neither GB '603, Carlson, nor a combination of these references 
disclose or suggest every limitation of claim 6. and the claims that depend from them. 
Withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

Claims 8 and 9 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over GB 
'603 in view of Carlson, and fnrther in view of Sweeney, U.S. 4.355,966. Applicant respect&Uy 
traverses this rejection. As discussed above, GB '603 ^ Carlson fails to disclose or suggest 
every limitation of claim 6. Sweeney fails to remedy fte deficiencies of GB '603 and Carlson as 
they relate to claim 6. Therefore, claims 8 and 9 are aUowable for at least the reason they are 
dependent upon an allowable base claim. AppKcant does not otherwise concede the correctness 
of this rejection. 

Claim 12 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over GB '603 in 
view of Carlson, and fi^er in view of Loe et al. (U.S. 4,750.873). Applicant respectfully 
traverses this rejection. As discussed above, GB '603 and Carlson fail to disclose or suggest 
every limitation of claim 6. Loe fails to remedy the deficiencies of GB '603 and Carlson as they 
relate to clamr 6. Therefore, claim 12 is allowable for at least the reason it is dependent upon an 
allowablebase claim. Applicant does not otherwise concede the correctness of this rejection. 
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Claim 14 has been added and includes many of the limitations of claims 6-12, and further 
requires that "an adjustment of the adjustable pipe head, the vacuum condition, the 
predetermined diameter, and the si.e of the vacuum seal are each automatically controUed in 
response to the measurement signal." AppHcant submits that none of the art of record, alone or 
in combination, disclose or suggest this limitation of claim 14. -Hierefore, Applicant requests 
con sideration of allowance of new claim 14. 

In view of the above, Applicant requests reconsideration of the appUcation in the form of 
a Notice of Allowance. If aphone conference would be helpflil in resolving any issues related to 
this matter, please contact AppUcant's representative below at 612.371 .5265. 

Respectfclly submitted, 

MERCHANT & GOULD P.C. 
P.O. Box 2903 

Mimieapolis, Minnesota 55402-0903 
(612) 332-5300 
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